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STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
Introduction 

Appellants appeal under 35 U.S.C. § 134(a) from a non-final rejection of 
claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9-14, 16, 18, 19, 30-38, and 42-46. Claims 3, 8, 15, 17, 20-29 and 
39-41 have been cancelled. We have jurisdiction under 35 U.S.C. § 6(b). We 
reverse. 

Exemplary Claims 

Exemplary independent claims 1, 6, and 42 under appeal reads as follows: 
1 . A method comprising: 

during boot-up of a mobile computer that comprises a display, displaying 
data originating from a personal information device (PID) in a first display area of 
the display in accordance ,with control signals from an interface with the PID; 
and 

after boot-up, displaying data originating from the mobile computer in a 
second display area of the display. 

6. An apparatus comprising: 

a display having a first display area and a second display area; 

a frame buffer to buffer data for rendition on the display and to convey first 
data to the display for rendition in the first display area and second data to the 
display for rendition in the second display area; 

a first computing module of a mobile computer coupled to the frame buffer 
and configured to convey the first data to the frame buffer and to generate control 
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signals to direct conveyance of the first data from the frame buffer to the display; 
and 

a second computing module of a personal information device (PID) coupled 
to the frame buffer and configured to convey the second data to the frame buffer 
and to generate control signals to direct conveyance of the second data from the 
frame buffer to the display, 

wherein the apparatus is configured to process a mode event that causes a 
switch between the display of second data and the display of first data. 

42. A system comprising: 

a display that is divisible into a first portion and a second portion; 
a data buffer to receive data for rendition on the display and present the data 
in accordance with control signals; a first computing module that includes 

a first processor, 

a first application program, 

a first data output coupled to the data buffer, and 

a first control signal output to output first control 
signals in accordance with an execution of the first application program by the first 
processor to direct conveyance of data from the data buffer to the display for 
display in the first portion of the display; 

a second computing module that includes 

a second processor, 

a second application program, 

a second data output coupled to the data buffer, and 

a second control signal output to output second 
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control signals in accordance with an execution of the second application program 
by the second processor to direct conveyance of data from the data buffer to the 
display for display in the second portion of the display. 

Rejections on Appeal 1 

(1) The Examiner rejected claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 16, 18, 19, 30, and 36 under 
35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as anticipated by Dickie (US 2003/0041206 Al). 

(2) The Examiner rejected claims 3 1 , 32, 37, and 38 under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) as being unpatentable over the combination of Dickie and Rafey (US 
2002/0100045 Al). 

(3) The Examiner rejected claims 6, 7, 9-12, 14, 33, and 42-46 as being 
unpatentable over the combination of Dickie and Roskowski (US 5,274,753). 

(4) The Examiner rejected claim 13 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the combination of Dickie, Roskowski and Gettemy (US 
6,545,862 Bl). 2 

(5) The Examiner rejected claims 34 and35 as being unpatentable over 
the combination of Dickie, Roskowski, and Rafey. 

Appellants ' Contentions 



1 Separate patentability is not argued for claims 2, 4, 5, 7, 9-14, 18, 19, 30, 32, 33, 
35,36, and 44-46. 

In the "Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal" section of the Appeal 
Brief, Appellants left out claim 13. Therefore, we are treating any arguments with 
respect to claim 13 as waived. See In re Watts, 354 F.3d 1362, 1367 (Fed. Cir. 
2004). 
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(1) Appellants contend that the Examiner erred in rejecting claims 1 and 16 
because: 

Appellants do not believe that the Examiner's interpretation of the terms 
"display" and "display area" are reasonable and submit that one of ordinary skill 
would not reasonably consider Dickie's display 110 and status display 124 to be 
areas of the same display. (App. Br. 10). 

Appellants also contend that Dickie is silent as to any display of data during 
boot-up. (App. Br. 13). Furthermore, contrary to the Examiner's assertion, 
powered-on devices are not necessarily in boot-up. (Reply Br. 3). 

(2) Appellants contend that the Examiner erred in rejecting claims 31,34, and 
37 because: 

"Rafey would not lead one of ordinary skill to dynamic [ally] configure the 
size of either of Dickie's first display 1 10 or status display 124." (App. Br. 16). 

(3) Appellants contend that the Examiner erred in rejecting claim 6, 42, and 43 
because: 

Dickie's portable computer 1 04 includes two distinct 
displays. There is no reason to believe that data 
originating from a personal information device 
(PID) is displayed in a first display area and data 
originating from the mobile computer is displayed in a 
second display area of either of these displays. Dickie 
thus fails to describe or suggest the processing of mode 
events that cause a switch between the display of first 
and second data from a frame buffer in first and second 
display areas. 

(App. Br. 17). 
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Since both processor and video source pixels are stored 
in the same frames, Roskowski's technology does not 
process mode events that cause a switch between the 
display of data in display areas, as claimed. Instead of 
such mode events, Roskowski includes a single mode in 
which both processor and video source pixels are 
displayed. 
(App. Br. 18). 

"Roskowski makes it clear that the prior art requires a pair of separate frame 
buffers 14 and 16. Indeed, one of Roskowski's stated purposes is to avoid the extra 
cost associated with such pairs of buffers." (App. Br. 19). 

"It is unreasonable to consider Dickie's display 110 and status display 124 to 
be portions of a divisable display. . ." (App. Br. 20). 

Issue on Appeal 

Did the Examiner err in rejecting the claims 1,6, 16, and 42 because it is 
unreasonable to consider Dickie's display 110 and status display 124 to be areas of 
the same display? 

ANALYSIS 

We have reviewed the Examiner's rejections in light of Appellants' 
arguments that the Examiner has erred. We agree with Appellants that the 
Examiner has erred. 

In rejecting the independent claims 1,6, 16, and 42, all which recite "a 
display" including a first display area/portion and a second display area/portion, 
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the Examiner argues "that both the display portion 110 and status display portion 
124 [of Dickie] are parts of the display system of the entire laptop computer. In 
other words, display area 1 10 is one part, or portion of the laptop display and the 
status display 124 is another part, or portion of the laptop display." (Ans. 13). 
While we agree with the Examiner that the display portion 110 and status display 
portion 124 are both a part of the overall laptop system, we find that the Examiner 
unreasonably interpreted them to be areas of the same display as claimed by 
Appellants. The display portion 110 and status display portion 124 are clearly two 
separate display elements with two separate screens for viewing different 
information. {See Dickie Fig. 1, App. Br. 10). We therefore agree with Appellants 
that one of ordinary skill in the art would not reasonably consider Dickie's display 
1 10 and status display 124 to be areas of the same display. (App. Br. 10). Since 
Appellants have shown at least one error in the rejection of claims 1,6, 16, and 42, 
we need not reach the merits of Appellants' other arguments. 

For the reasons set forth above, we reverse the Examiner's rejections. 

CONCLUSIONS 

(1) Appellants have established that the Examiner erred in rejecting claims 1, 
2, 4, 5, 16, 18, 19, 30, and 36 as being anticipated under 35 U.S.C. 

§ 102(e). 

(2) Appellants have established that the Examiner erred in rejecting claims 6, 
7, 9-12, 14, 31-35, 37, 38, and 42-46 as being unpatentable under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a). 

(3) On this record, claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9-14, 16, 18, 19, 30-38, and 42-46 have 
not been shown to be unpatentable. 
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DECISION 

The Examiner's rejection of claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9-14, 16, 18, 19, 30-38, and 
42-46 is reversed. 



REVERSED 



ELD 
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